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H E Exciſe is a ſubject which has fre- 


quently exercifed the ingenuity of Mis 
niſters, excited the clamour of the people, 
and increaſed the produce of the revenue: 
and it is obfervable; that there has generally 
been a certain ſort of proportion between 
theſe coinciding circumſtances ; for as often 


as the Miniſter of the day has thewn particu- A | 
lar fagacity in detecting and preventing 


frauds, the clamour has been louder; and the 
advance of the revenue more: conſiderable. 


In a year or two, however, the diſcontent has 


commonly fubfided z and whether the Mini- 


| ter has ſtood his ground or not, the ſtats 


has reaped the benefit of the meaſure by the 
K 2 ED. inercabs 
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increaſed revenue. It ſhould therefore ſeem, 
that. the parties, who have raiſed, or at leaſt 


Joined, in the outcry againſt every ſucceſſive 


extenſion of the exciſe laws, have not them- 


ſelves been perfectly convinced either of the 


impolicy or injuſtice of this mode of taxa- 


tion; perhaps too, they have had ſome la- 


tent doubts as to the reaſonableneſs and diſ- 
intereſtedneſs of their own motives; for moſt 
certainly the people of this country are too 
intelligent not to perceive when they are 
really aggrieved, and too impatient of injury 
to remain long without redreſs. In truth, 


inſtances might be produced, where Mini- 


ſters, far from having been able to enforce 


taxes juſtly and generally odious, have been 
obliged to abandon promiſing ſchemes of fi- 


nance in compliance with the perſevering 
oppoſition of the = 


I have been led to theſe reflections by the 
petition preſented to the Houle of Commons, 


by the City of London, againſt the late re- 


gulation on the Duties on Tobacco. 


A petition from the firſt corporation in 
the kingdom ought to be ſomething more 
than the mere inconfiderate echo of popular 
_ ues | clamour ; 


„ 
+ 


vy 
% 


intereſted views of any particular claſs of 


* ſenſible of the neceſſity of raiſing a reve- 


bear their proportion of the public bur- 


. 


clamour; it ſhould ſurely not beg 
forward as an inſtrument of embarraſſment 
to government, or in compliance with the 1 
traders: on the contrary, it ſhould ſtate ſome 
real and extenſive grievance capable of an 
eaſy and equitable remedy; it ſhould origi- 
nate from pure motives; and the redreis' 2 
prayed ſhould, at leaſt, be conſiſtent with : "s 
the principle on which the petition is pro- 4 
TO founded. | 


1 with” now ſtate the petition in queſtion, 
and then examine in what degree it contains 
the above requiſites. 
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By 40 Kd, made in the laſt Seſſion of Par- ö 


liament, intituled &c. the Petitioners declare 
— That they are deeply concerned to find 
© that their fellow- citizens, the manufac- 
* turers of Tobacco and Snuff, have be- 
* come ſubje to the laws of exciſe; and 
«* that, although the Petitioners are fully 


2 RD "rs 


nue for the exigencies of the nation, and 
« willing upon all occaſions cheerfully to 


then, they cannot ſilently acquieſce in 
* any 
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6 1 
«« any part of their fellow ſubjects being 
e deprived of the Trial by _ the un- 


% doubted right and higheſt privilege of 


« which Britons can boaſt, on the allega- 
& tion of a temporary increaſe of the reve- 


« nue; and therefore pray the Houſe, that 


a 


the ſaid Act may be repealed, or to grant 


« them ſuch other relief as to the Houſe 


ſhall ſeem meet. | 


The diclonere begin by deckeing G 


ſelves to be deeply concerned to find that 
« their fellow citizens, the manufacturers of 
& Tobacco and Snuff, have become Subjett to 
5 the laws of exct we.” 


The reality of their concern for the To- 


bacconiſts and Snuff-makers I do not pre- 
ſume to queſtion; but I may fairly object 


that it is a partial and narrow-minded-con- 
cern which is confined to the manufacturers 


of Tobacco without any regard to the ſuf- 
ferings of the ſoap-boilers, candle-makers, 
vintners, diſtillers, and others of their fellow 
citizens, who labour under fimilar grievances 


with the Tobacconiſts, Were J engaged in 


any of theſe profitable, though oppreſſe 
branches of commerce, I thould think my 


felf 
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fel not handſomely treated upon this occa- 
ſion; and ſhould accuſe my fellow citizens 
of a want of good breeding as well as feeling, 


in thus paying the compliment of their con- 
cern to one exciſed trade at the expence of 


the reſt. I ſay — at the expence of the: ret. 
becauſe this filence of the City of London 
with reſpect to them, ſeems to be a tacit 
admiſſion that hey are reaſonably ſubjected 
to the laws of the exciſe, Ie the To- 
bacconiſts are not. 


The Baade profeſs to be *©* willing, 
% upon all occaſions, cheerfully to bear their 
5 proportion of the public burtben: - which 
profeſſion (as far as it goes) muſt give great 
ſatisfaction to all true Engliſhmen, and to 
no one more than Mr. Pitt; who (in com- 
mon with all Miniſters) would moſt undoubt- 
edly rather receive the juſt amount of all 
taxes from the voluntary integrity of the 
citizens than through the ungracious means 
of revenue officers and penal ſtatutes. But 
ſince (unfortunately for the country) the 
Citizens of London are not the only perſons 
who pay duties and taxes; fince ſome frauds 
have Bs and are ftill ſuppoſed to be prac= 

tiſed even in the port of London as well as 


* 0 


elſe 


. Oe 


% cannot ſilently acquicſce in any part of their 


E 

elſewhere; and as revenue officers have at 
times been induced by chalk bargains, card- 
playings, and other _ ingenious devices, to k 
overlook their duty in a manner more ac */ 
commodating to trade than beneficial to the 
public, it may not be-prudent to rely wholly 
upon this patriotic profeſſion of the city of 
London for the due payment of the revenue. 
The Petitioners may poſſibly act moſt con- 
ſcientiouſly up to their own profeſſion, but 
this Wwi/h;n2gneſs to bear cheerfully a' juſt pro- 
portion of the public burthen moſt certainly 
does not prevail out of the walls of the city: 
fo far otherwiſe, that many people ſeem to 
me to have the ſame. wiſh with reſpect to 
the payment of taxes, which I have been 
told, a very profligate and very impudent At- 7 
torney once expreſſed with reſpect to his 8 
own practice, who candidly declared, That 

* he wiſhed all men were honeſt except 
himſelf,” Fits | . 
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When the Petitioners aſſert that “ zhey 


* fellow - ſubjects being deprived of the Trial 
« by Jury, their patriotic feelings ſeem to 
have:tranfpotted them ſomewhat beyond the 
tuth, ſince they molt certainly do acquieſce 
210 1 
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in a great part of their fellow ſubjects being 
| deprived of this privilege. For, not to re- 
75 peat the trades already mentioned, and many 
= more which might be added to the liſt; is it 
A poſſible for the citizens of London to be 
1 ignorant that thouſands of their fellow- 
| ſubjects, both in and out of trade, are liable 
1 to penalties, impriſonment, and corporal 
puniſhment, without any opportunity of 
F appealing to a Jury? All the ſuperior courts 
. have an inherent and inſeparable power of 
1 puniſhing for various contempts of their au- 
thority or juriſdiction; and although the 
party may have been hardly or even unjuſtly 
dealt by, yet no jury can ever give him re- 
dreſs. It has been judged expedient that all 
the highway acts and poor laws ſhould be 
enforced by leſs dilatory and expenſive modes 
than the Trial by Jury. Are not queſtions 

of property to an incredible amount annually 
determined in the Court of Chancery, with- 
out any iſſue directed to the Courts of Law ? 
and has not this ſame Court of Chancery 
power to ſtay proceedings at law, and even 
to defeat the effect of a verdict by an in- 
junction? But to bring the matter more 
home to the Petitioners, —Do they not know, 
or do they chooſe to forget the many ſta- 
B tutes 


10 ] 


tutes * IMB have been from time to time 


obtained on the applications of the maſter 
manufacturers of wool, linen, cotton, iron, 
leather, &c. &c. ſubjecting the working ar- 
tificers in thoſe trades to. penalties, impriſon- 
ment, and corporal puniſhment, on convic- 


tion before a ſingle magiſtrate, and in many 


caſes on the oath of the maſter only? Have 
the Petitioners forgotten the Wool Bill, 


which paſſed no longer ago than 1788, after 


a moſt violent conteſt between the wool- 
growers and the wool-buyers, or manufac- 
turers? and in which the latter ſucceeded ſo 
completely to their wiſhes, that all perſons 


offending againſt moſt of the clauſes of that 
act, are liable to be condemned to three 


N 


months ſolitary impriſonment, and to various 
penalties not exceeding 2001. upon convic- 
tion before two juſtices only. Indeed, the 
extreme anxiety of the buyers to prevent all 
poſſibility of fraudulent exportation made 
them rather over-ſhoot the mark; ſince I 
have been credibly informed that ſome ma- 
giſtrates have actually declined enforcing this 
act on account of its unreaſonable ſeverity. 


* Anne, St. 2. C. 18.—13 G. II. C. 8.—24 G. III. 


C. 3. Seſſ. 2.—25 G. III. C. 40. 


Theſe 
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Theſe very manufacturers, (for ſuch I pre- 
ſume many of the Petitioners are) who are 
upon every occaſion fo tremblingly anxious 
to preſerve the Trial by Jury as between 
themſelves and the public, are no leſs anxt- 
ous to get rid of it as between themſelves 
5 and their workmen. The motive, therefore, 
alledged by the Petitioners cannot be their 
true motive; fince they not only can filently 
acquieſce in a great part of their fellow ſub- 
jets being deprived of the Trial by Jury, 
but have many of them been themſelves in- 
ſtrumental in procuring and taking advan— 
tage of ſuch deprivation. And yet impartial 
7 men may poſſibly be of opinion, that a 
i thriving manufacturer, who riſks gaining 


"a fifty per cent. fraudulently inſtead of being 


18 


* 


content to make fifteen per cent. fairly, de- 
A ſerves leſs favourable treatment in every 
3 reſpect, than a hard working artificer who 
4 commits ſome pitiful fraud to aſſiſt himſelf 
| and a numerous family, after having waſted 


his ſtrength and health at the loom, in the 


ſmelting-houſe, or the mine. 


The Petitioners next aſſert the Trial by 


Jury to be the undoubted right and higheſt 


** privilege of which Britons can boaſt.” 


— 
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1 
I have already ſhewn how cheap the Peti- 
tioners can hold this right and privilege 
whenever their own intereits are in danger ; 
and I nowanſwer, that if it be the undoubted 
right of Parliament to make laws for the 
good government of the realm, it is the un- 1 
doubted duty of the people to ſubmit to * 
them; whence it follows, that the Trial by © 
Jury may (like any other civil right) be li- : 
mited or taken away whenever the witdom 
of the legiſlature ſhall think it expedient for 
the general benefit of the ſtate. Whether 
the legiſlature has acted wiſely in. taking 
away the Trial by Jury from offenders againſt 
the exciſe laws, will be conlidered hereafter. 


3 
1 


Perhaps the Petitioners by the words * 
* 07 an Hegation of a temporary increaſe of 
& the revenue'—mean to qualify all that 
goes before, and to be underſtood to lay, 
„We admit that the ſubje& may be de- 
te prived of his undoubted right and higheſt 
5% privile ge- the Trial by Jury on other 
« allegations, but not on an allegation of a 
* temporary increaſe of the revenue.” There 
ſeems to be ſome inconſiſtency in this con- 
ſtruction of the ſentence, for an undoubted 
right is not to be taken away on any allega- 
tion ; 


. 
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tL 1 
tion; but in truth, the words “ allegation” 
and “ temporary, as they ſtand in this 
phraſe, have no meaning at all; they add 
nothing to the ſenſe, and are mere ſuper- 
fluity; inaſmuch as the wiſeſt Miniſter, 


when he propoſes a new, or regulates an old 
tax on any conſumable commodity, can do 


nothing more than alledge a temporary in- 
creaſe of the revenue as the probable conſe- 
quence of his plan: he cannot, like the 
witches in Macbeth, 


«, We CUE HER -Look into the ſeeds of time, 
« And tell which grain will grow, and which will not.” 


The poſition, therefore, of the Petitioners, 


when reduced to its preciſe terms, is gene- 
ral, and ſtands thus: * The Trial by Jury 
&* ought not to be taken away for the purpoſe 
, increaſing the revenue: Which poſi- 
tion, as it contains the ſole & objection made 
by the Petitioners to the exciſe laws, and 
the whole grievance of which they com- 
plain, merits a full inveſtigation. 


* The Petitioners have very properly avoided that 
moſt ſtrange perverſion of the ancient maxim of law, that 
« a man's houſe-is his caſtle; as if, becauſe a man may 
bar his door againſt ſome civil proceſs, he has alſo a right 
to convert his houſe into a ſecure manufactory and repo- 


 fitory of ſmuggled goods. 
It 


a 
It is well known that the Exciſe was in- 
troduced into this country about the year 
1643 by the Parliament at Weſtminſter, 
after the King had withdrawn himſelf to 15 
Oxford. From that time it was continued 1 
and improved during the reigns of Charles II. E 
William III. Queen Anne, and particularly 1 
of George I. and II. by Sir Robert Walpole, 
to whoſe memory poſterity ſeems to do juſ- 
Il tice, and to eſteem him to have been full as 
« honeſt, and a far more able Miniſter than 
many of his ſucceflors. Now if the popular 
party at the commencement. of the troubles 
in 1643, if the Revolutioniſts in the time of 1 
EK. William, and the Whig adminiſtrations 3 
a of Q. Anne and the Houſe of Hanover were 7 
| enemies to the Civil Liberty of the ſubject, | 
in what claſs of men are we to look for her 1 
friends? It is to be remembered alſo that 
the greater part of the improvements of the | 
i Exciſe duties were made in times when the 7 
ih national debt was hardly a fourth part of its 4 
TY preſent formidable amount, which has ren- 1 
7 dered the ſtability and increaſe of the revenue q 
| } proportionably important and neceſſary : the 9 
1 national debt being at this time about 
N. 246, ooo, oool. bearing an intereſt of nearly ; 
9,000,000, of which above 6,000,000 is 5 
| N raiſed 'Y 
a. oc: * —— — — — — 2 * 
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E 
raiſed by Exciſe. It is moreover agreed on 
all ſides that this mode of taxation is the 
moſt economical both for the public and 
the ſubject; becauſe the expence of col- 
9a lecting the exciſe duties is conſiderably leſs 
Tr in proportion than in other branches of the 
EE revenue; and becauſe they are rarely paid 
| but upon the retail ſale, or immediately 
before the conſumption ; and it is a known | 
truth, that the earlier any tax is laid on a 
commodity, the heavier it falls upon the 
conſumer. Laſtly, it ſeems alſo agreed that 
the Exciſe duties could not poſſibly be pro- 
tected from continual frauds without the 
powers and penalties of the Exciſe Laws. 


From theſe conſiderations: it appears, that 
the increaſe of the revenue is in the preſent 
fituation of the country an object of the firſt 
importance; that the Exciſe is the moſt pro- 
miſing method of procuring ſuch an in- 
creaſe; and that many of the firmeſt friends 


to the liberty of the ſubject have preferred 


this method to any other, although by ſo 
doing they were obliged in many inſtances 
to take away the Trial by Jury. 
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No Engliſhman (even could it ever be his * 
private opinion) would be hardy enough to P 
avow a diſapprobation of the Trial by Jury. the 
It has well been called the bulwark of our 15 
liberties, and the ſafeſt barrier for the ſubject © 
againſt all proſecutions, in which the crown 
is, either in reſpect of perſonal intereſt or Fg 
dignity, really a party : ſuch are treaſons, | 
miſpriſions of treaſon, forfeitures and libels 
againſt the king, his family, or government: 
to which liſt might formerly have been 
added, all ſuch cauſes as tended to increaſe 
the revenue appropriated to the payment of 
the civil liſt. But I will atk any man of 
right apprehenſion and unprejudiced judg- 
ment, if, ſince the crown exchanged the pro- 
duce of certain ſpecific duties for a fixed an- 
nual revenue, the ſtate of revenue cauſes is 
not materially altered? The public is now 3 
become the real party in all ſuch cauſes; and J 
the jury is now a bulwark, not againſt the b. 
influence of the crown, but the demand of I 
the public, made by an officer, who is em- | 
ployed and proſecutes to enforce the revenue 
laws for the benefit of the nation. — 


But it may be ſaid, that if the queſtion 
ce ies between an individual member of the 
— 


= \ 
® t ſociety and the ſociety at large, twelve | 
* * members indifferently choſen out of the 
* ſociety, form as fit a tribunal as any - 
*« judge, juſtice, or commiſſioner; and if : \ 
© equally fit, then the national prejudice; in | 
*« favour of Judges, ought to prevail,” 5 
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To this I anſwer, that the trial of all re- 
venue cauſes by jury might be attended with 
certain inconveniences, of which perſons 
wholly unacquainted with legal proceedings 
may not be ſufficiently informed. 


Firſt, the parties accuſed would often be 
great ſufferers by this change in the execu- 
tion of the exciſe laws. 


3 _ Subſtantial and reputable traded have (I 
I fear) ſometimes been detected in attempting 
1 to defraud the revenue; but theſe practices 
£ are more commonly the laſt refource of thoſe, 
F who are not able to ſupport their credit or 
continue their trade. Suppoſe ſuch a man 

to be detected, his goods and utenſils feized, 
and an information laid againſt him for 
penalties, the commiſhoners and magittrates, 
though inveſted with great powers, rarely 
excerciſe them rigorouſly : the fine is genes 
C | rally 
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WE 
rally mitigated in conſideration of his cir- 


cumſtances, and he has often an opportunity 
of buying his goods at an eaſy rate, 


On the other hand, ſuppoſe ſuch a caſe 
were to be reſerved for a Trial by Jury: the 
goods muſt be immediately ſold, or the of- 
fender muſt find unexceptionable bail for the 
amount of their value, the penalty and 


coſts; for I preſume the public will be 
thought fully intitled to this ſecurity. A 


trader, not in high credit, would have great 


difficulty in procuring bail, and even if he 


did, every ſtep in the proceeding adds con- 
ſiderably to the expence. If bail could not 
be found, be might lye in gaol from the end 
of June te the end of November before he 
could poſſibly obtain judgment. Should he 


be then convicted, his trade is moſt likely 


loſt and his ruin compleat. If he be found 


innocent, he is put to his action for a recom- 


pence in damages, which have been unavoid- 


ably inereaſed, perhaps to many times the 
amount of the penalty, and uhich are to be 


paid out of the revenue; for the officer, un- 
leſs malice or unneceſſary violence be proved, 
muſt. be ſupported. Here then is. angther 
ſuit at law to be inſtituted and paid for, and 
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of which the proceedings would not be eafily 


regulated conſiſtently with the rules of evi- 
| dence and juſtice, although an explanation 
of theſe difficulties would lead me too far 


from my preſent argument, which tends to 
ſhew,—that where great numbers of traders 


are daily tempted to commit frauds, many of 


them ſeparately minute, but by which the 


aggregate loſs to the revenue might be very 


great; in ſuch caſes ſummary convictions 
ſeem to be à ſaving mode of proceeding to 


the offenders, who would often ſuſtain more 


real damage by going before a jury than by 


paying the penalty at firſt; and yet few men 
can ſubmit to be condemned unheard. Does 


not the common practice of enforcing the 


game laws afford a convincin# illuſtration of 
what I have advanced? Tf a gentleman is 
bent upon ruining a detected poacher, the 
mereſt novice of an attorney adviſes him, 

not to go before a magiſtrate, but to bring 


4 gui tam action; and the very poacher, WhO 
would have paid one or two penalties before 
a juſtice and almoſt laughed in your face, 


will often fly the country on being ſerved 
with a copy of a writ. 
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Another! inconvenience would be found in 

the great addition of buſineſs in the courts 

at Wéeſtminſter; fo great, that I doubt if the 

Judges could poſſibly go through it; and 

the attendance of. Jurymen would become 
proportionably more burthenſome. 


It may be faid that * a New court may 
be erefted for the trial of revenue cauſes. 
* only: and that there can be no doubt but 
? Jurymen would be found well dilpoſes 
eto attend. 


* 


* 


I haye no doubt but ſuch would be found, | 


and eſpecially in London and 8 


where the duty of attendance would bear the 
hardeſt ; but Jam far from ſatisfied that 
they would go into the box with the proper 
diſpofitions « of Jurymen. For whatever pa- 
triotiſm and willingneſs to, pay taxes the 
Petitioners may protels or feel, “ tug reg 
* agitur partes cum proximus ardet” is an 
obſervation, which applies to moſt ranks of 
men. I may be told that .it is not allowable | 
to preſume partiality « or corruption ;'. yet we 
all know that ſome men are weak and others 
wicked, and ſelf-intereſt does not often rec 
tify either the head or the heart, Beſides, 

does 
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does not the Law preſume that Juries are 
neither incorruptible nor infallible? Were 
they not anciently puniſhable by the ſevere 
proceeding of attaint? Are not their errors 
(from whatever cauſe they may ariſe) fre- 
quently corrected by the improved practice 
of granting new trials, but which are not (as 
I have been told) allowed in ui tam actions: 
and laſtly, is not the Venue removeable 
upon a due ſuggeſtion that an impartial trial 
cannot be had in any particular county ? It 
is not pleaſant to inſinuate diſagreeable truths, 
but Juries have been ſometimes tempted to 
determine upon Law as well as Fact; and I 
underſtand it to be a prevalent opinion among 
the Gentlemen of the Bar, that an Informer 
on any unpopular revenue act (and few re- 
venue acts are not unpopular) muſt make 
out a ſingularly clear caſe, before he could 
convince a Jury that he ought to recover, or 
that ſuch 4 an act er to be enforced. 


Aber all, is not this Hep ten of the 
Trial by Jury in the adminiſtration of the 
Exciſe laws rather an imaginary than a real 
grievance? By thoſe laws the Commiſſioners, 
Juſtices of Peace, and ſubordinate Officers 
Jaye certainly great powers, but are they 

. ever 


TR 


ever dey or rigorouſly "exerciſed? 
Does not the conſtant practice prove that 


they are given more in terrorem than for 
actual uſe? Mr. J. Blackſtone has taken 
ſame /pains to ſhew himſelf no friend to the 
Exciſe laws, yet he admits *. that ſum- 
% mary convictions: are abſolutely neceſſary 
<< fot the due collection of the public money, 
te and are a ſpecies of mercy to. the delin- 
* quents; and the conduct of the commiſ- 
1 fioners has ſeldom (if ever) afforded juſt 
«rounds to complain of oppreſſion. Such 
was the practice when Mr. J. Blackſtone 
Wrote, . and Ic have not heard of any recent 
n of * or e OP TIDES 
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the proceedings on the Exciſe Laws ſhould 


be made ſubject to ſome ſort of reviſions and 


controul, I apprehend a Court of Appeal 
might be formed capable of giving all rea- 
ſonable ſatisfaction both to the public and 
the ſditors. For ſuch a purpoſe, flve or ſix 
thouſand pounds a year, taken out of a reve. 


nue of fix millions, would not be money ill 
e t leſs, indeed, would not do; for 
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Cennet, k. l. b. 278... 1760 
unleſz 


. 
unleſs ſuch a court were really reſpectable 


for the profeſſional rank and ability of its 
judges, it would be of no uſe *. 


I now proceed to the e of the petition 
which is in ſubſtance,—** that the Manu- 
« facturers of tobacco and ſnuff may be re- 
ce lieved from the regulations of the late act, 
* and have the privilege of referring the trial 
of any informations brought againſt them 
to a jury.“ 


8 The Petitioners are concerned that any 
part of their fellow- ſubjects ſhould be de- 
prived of this privilege ; the loſs of this pri- 
vilege is their ſole cauſe of complaint againſt 
the Exciſe Laws, and yet they pray that the 


Tobacconiſts only. ſhould be reſtored to it. 
But a petition, complaining of any grievance 


ſhould (to be conſiſtent) pray relief for all 
who are liable to the grievance, or ſtate rea- 


* ſons for preferring any one claſs of ſufferers 


to the others. No ſuch reaſons are ſtated. 
Indeed, any allegatipns to this effect would 
have been but all received by. thoſe, who 


{25 There are at preſent four Commiſſioners of Appeals 
for the Exciſe office at 200 l. per ann; but I have not 
been able to learn any thing of their powers or proceed- 
ings. 

were 
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were laſt year informed of the uſual manner 
of collecting the duties on tobacco, in ſpite 
of the many proviſions contained in the 24 
Geo. II. c. 21 & 26 Geo. II. c. 13. for pre- 
venting the numerous frauds then commonly 
practiſed, though far ſhort of what have been 
ace ſtrongly ſuſpected, and in part proved. 


1 have now examined all the material 
parts of this extraordinary petition; and, if 
there be any truth in the foregoing obſerva- 
tions, the Motive alledged in it, is untrue ; 
the Principle on which it is founded, ill un- 
derſtood ; and the Prayer inconſiſtent with 
Both. | 


As to the true motives and the manner of 
obtaining this petition, every one is at li- 
berty to make his own conjectures, To me 
the progreſs ſeems to have been, —that the 
Tobacconiſts, naturally wiſhing the buſineſs 
to return into its old channel, firſt ſet it on 
foot; with them the Opponents to the pre- 
ſent Adminiſtration zealouſly co- operated, in 
the hope of leſſening the Miniſter's credit; 
and a few well-meaning, but uninformed 


Men, were led away by the * words, 
oe * 
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Nothing is, in fact, more eaſy than to pro- 
cure from without doors petitions againſt any- 
ſcheme of taxation; for moſt men diſlike to 

hear of taxes, and the Vanity of joining in a 
petition to the Houſe of Commons, has its 
charms. At the ſame time, ſome officious 
practiſed orator within doors, conſcious per- 
| haps of a large arrear of unpopularity out- 
ſtanding againſt him, eagerly ſeizes the: 
chance of paying it off by profeſſing himſelf. 
to be a warm friend to the Ing intereſt of: 
Great-Britain. 


There are certain truths which, although: 
pretty generally known, no In-miniſter or. 


Ex-miniſter may think it prudent to aſſert. 


Cuncti fe ſcire fatentur 
Quid fortuna ferat populi, ſed dicere muſſant... 
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